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called to destroy temporal governments and other "such feculent
stuff'. Frequently he stayed at home on Sunday afternoons to
catechize and instruct his family, for speculative and political
sermons and discourses had quite replaced the old catechism.
The result, said the diarist, was that 'people had no principles,
and grew very ignorant of even the common points of Chris-
tianity*. He records, from time to time, that he attended
services in private houses, and notes, of one, that cwe had a
great meeting of zealous Christians, who were generally much
more devout and religious than in our greatest prosperity.'1
The prohibition of the use of the Book of Common Prayer, in
addition to depriving the churchman of the services he liked
to hear, inflicted three especial grievances—that the rites of
baptism, marriage, and burial could not lawfully be celebrated
as he wished.2 By an ordinance of 24 August 1653, births and
burials were to be registered before a civilian appointed for the
purpose, who might charge a fee of fourpence but no more.
A father, therefore, who wished his child to be baptized accord-
ing to the Book of Common Prayer, had to find a minister
willing to risk the penalties prescribed by law for using it. Since
the ceremony could take place in a private house, this presented
no insuperable difficulty.
It was obviously much more difficult to arrange for the read-
ing of the Anglican burial service, since an interment was in
a public place. When the body of Charles I was taken to
Windsor for burial, the royalists accompanying it were anxious
that Bishop Juxon should repeat the church service, but this was
refused by Colonel Whichcott, the governor of the castle, who
forbade the use of any other form than that of the Directory.*
Other authorities were sometimes less punctilious, for Evelyn
records that, on the death of his mother-in-law, he obtained
permission that she should be buried with all decent ceremonies,
which had not been used in that church for seven years,4
Probably the regulations as to marriage were more bitterly
resented than any other of these enactments. After due notice
had been given, the couple intending to marry were to go before
some justice of the peace, where the formalities were of the
simplest kind. The man had to declare: fil A, B. do here in
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* Acts and Ordinances) ii- 715-19,
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